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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

The following title is suggested: A Graphical User Interface for Displaying Results 
for a Retrieved Set of Data. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-8, 10-15, 17, 18, 20-25, 27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Stephens, Jr. (US 6636853). 

In regards to claim 1 , Stephens teaches a method of presenting a control on a 
computer user interface comprising: retrieving stored information on request by a user 
(i.e. "Data sources 312 through 322 include program instructions that interface with one 
or more search engines that retrieve information responsive to the user's query from 
computer systems associated with data sources 312 through 322." Column 6 Line 64 - 
Column 7 Line 1); selecting a control according to the nature of the information; and 
creating the control on the interface including the information (i.e. "The width of the 
blocks in each stratum represents the relative number of records in the cluster 
represented by a block. Thus, the wider a block is, the more records it includes. 
Additionally the height of a block indicates the relative number of records contained in 
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that block's stratum. These height and width indicators provide another visual cue of 
the distribution of the documents according to the various categories for which 
information is available, and allows the user to visually determine which cluster is likely 
to contain relevant information." Column 9, Line 21-31). 

In regards to claim 2, Stephens teaches a method wherein the control is selected 
from two or more control types according to the nature of the information (i.e. "The 
width of the blocks in each stratum represents the relative number of records in the 
cluster represented by a block. Thus, the wider a block is, the more records it includes. 
Additionally the height of a block indicates the relative number of records contained in 
that block's stratum. These height and width indicators provide another visual cue of 
the distribution of the documents according to the various categories for which 
information is available, and allows the user to visually determine which cluster is likely 
to contain relevant information." Column 9, Line 21-31). There can be many different 
sizes of blocks in which the data is presented, the system has to figure out what size the 
blocks should be based on many different variables. 

In regards to claim 3, Stephens teaches a method wherein each control is suited 
for use with information of a particular nature, (i.e. The clustering algorithm may be 
performed by either client program instructions 302 or server program instructions 304. 
For example, assume 200 or more documents were found during a search. The 
clustering algorithm determines each group based on one or more categories of 
information, such as a combination of "size and date", and "same author and price". 
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The clustering algorithm also separates each group of documents into a set of sub- 
groups of documents having similar attributes." Column 8, Line 27 - 35). 

In regards to claim 4, Stephens teaches a method wherein the information 
comprises a plurality of records and the nature of the information relates to the number 
of records (i.e. "The width of the blocks in each stratum represents the relative number 
of records in the cluster represented by a block. Thus, the wider a block is, the more 
records it includes. Additionally the height of a block indicates the relative number of 
records contained in that block's stratum. These height and width indicators provide 
another visual cue of the distribution of the documents according to the various 
categories for which information is available, and allows the user to visually determine 
which cluster is likely to contain relevant information." Column 9, Line 21-31). 

In regards to claim 5, Stephens teaches a method wherein the control is selected 
according to the number of records comprising the information, (i.e. "The width of the 
blocks in each stratum represents the relative number of records in the cluster 
represented by a block. Thus, the wider a block is, the more records it includes. 
Additionally the height of a block indicates the relative number of records contained in 
that block's stratum. These height and width indicators provide another visual cue of 
the distribution of the documents according to the various categories for which 
information is available, and allows the user to visually determine which cluster is likely 
to contain relevant information." Column 9, Line 21-31). There can be many different 
sizes of blocks (i.e. controls) in which the data is presented, the system has to figure out 
what size the blocks should be based on many different variables. 
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In regards to claim 6, Stephens teaches a method a method wherein the selected 
control is suited for displaying the number of records comprising the information, (i.e. 
"The width of the blocks in each stratum represents the relative number of records in the 
cluster represented by a block. Thus, the wider a block is, the more records it includes. 
Additionally the height of a block indicates the relative number of records contained in 
that block's stratum. These height and width indicators provide another visual cue of 
the distribution of the documents according to the various categories for which 
information is available, and allows the user to visually determine which cluster is likely 
to contain relevant information." Column 9, Line 21-31). 

In regards to claim 7, Stephens teaches a method wherein the control is selected 
according to a threshold which relates to a quantity of records (i.e. "The width of the 
blocks in each stratum represents the relative number of records in the cluster 
represented by a block. Thus, the wider a block is, the more records it includes. 
Additionally the height of a block indicates the relative number of records contained in 
that block's stratum. These height and width indicators provide another visual cue of 
the distribution of the documents according to the various categories for which 
information is available, and allows the user to visually determine which cluster is likely 
to contain relevant information." Column 9, Line 21-31 ). The block size is chosen 
according to a threshold, or, a number of records within the set of results. 

In regards to claim 8, Stephens teaches a method wherein the selected control is 
suited to displaying the number of records comprising the information (i.e. "The width of 
the blocks in each stratum represents the relative number of records in the cluster 
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represented by a block. Thus, the wider a block is, the more records it includes. 
Additionally the height of a block indicates the relative number of records contained in 
that block's stratum. These height and width indicators provide another visual cue of 
the distribution of the documents according to the various categories for which 
information is available, and allows the user to visually determine which cluster is likely 
to contain relevant information." Column 9, Line 21-31). 

Claim 10 is in the same context as claim 1 ; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 1 1 is in the same context as claim 2; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 12 is in the same context as claim 3; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 13 is in the same context as claim 4; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 14 is in the same context as claim 5; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 15 is in the same context as claim 6; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 17 is in the same context as claim 7; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 18 is in the same context as claim 8; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 
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Claim 20 is in the same context as claim 1 ; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 21 is in the same context as claim 2; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 22 is in the same context as claim 3; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 23 is in the same context as claim 4; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 24 is in the same context as claim 5; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 25 is in the same context as claim 6; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 27 is in the same context as claim 7; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 28 is in the same context as claim 8; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 9, 16, 19, 16, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stephens, Jr. (US 6636853) in view of Brandli et al. (US 5701469). 

In regards to claim 9, Stephens teaches all the limitations of claim 8. He does 
not teach a method wherein the control is a combination box or a list box. Brandli 
teaches, "As shown in FIG. 2, the search result list box 202 currently contains the 
names of the files that contain the text string specified as the search criteria in edit field 
203 after the user has pressed the "Find Now" button 204." (Column 5, Line 60). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Stephens with the teachings of Brandli and include a list box to display the 
retrieved information with the motivation to provide the user with more results on the 
screen. 

Claims 16, 19, 16, and 29 are in same context as claim 9; therefore they are 
rejected under similar rationale. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

6671693 Marpleetal. 

Teaches a system for effectively collecting and disseminating data. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Boris Pesin whose telephone number is (703) 305-8774. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday except every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (703) 308-0640. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

KRISTINE KINCAID 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 



